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Ragnall Ivarson and Jar I Otir
p are few periods of history so distressing to the historian
JL as the two centuries during which the northern pirates, like a
swarm of wasps, overspread the maritime districts of western Europe,
and converted its rivers into mere highways for brigandage; when
everything that men value as civilisation was being ruthlessly de-
stroyed ; when abbey and church, palace and farmstead, were
burnt and their inmates slaughtered; when the reviving arts with
a reviving literature were being trodden under and almost stamped
out, and the world seemed to be moving backwards towards the
chaos whence it sprang. Among those who were most active and
most ruthless in the savage work were Eagnall Ivarson and Jarl
Otir, whose acts have never, I believe, been brought together into a
continuous story. Eagnall was probably the grandson or great-
grandson of that greatest of all pirates, Eagnar Lodbrog, who stands
with one foot in the heroic and the other in the sober world of history,
and whose career throws a lurid light on the frontier between both. It
was the savage way in which this arch-pirate was put to death in
England—a fashion which he had doubtless practised on others—that
probably led to the persistent campaign of heartless cruelty which his
descendants dealt out to the Christian communities of the west, and
especially to those of Britain and Ireland. He was the ancestor,
in fact, of a clan whose handiwork was more prominent than that of
all the other piratical clans put together. This clan in the Irish
annals became known from his son Ivar, the father of the main
subject of this article, as the Hy Ivar, or as we should now write it
O'lvar. The initial particle in such names corresponds to that of
Mac in the nomenclature of the Scottish clans. In either case it
would seem to have originally meant ' son ' and is sometimes used in
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2 RAGNALL IVARSON AND JARL OTIR Jan.
that sense in the annals; but it came to mean ' descendant' and to
represent the whole clan derived from the original chief who first
bore the name.
It will be well to name our materials. The highest authorities
for our history in the first quarter of the tenth century are very
unsatisfactory and jejune. Especially is this the case with the
English Chronicle : it becomes so bald at this period, and its notices
so crude and short, that even in regard to English affairs we have
to rely largely on foreign authors. Another English source of quite
equal value with the Chronicle is the Historia Regum incorporated
in the work attributed to Sj'ineon of Durham, but much older than
his time and very useful for northern affairs. A late writer,
Roger of Wendover, had apparently before him a copy of the English
Chronicle, now lost, and furnishes some material not found elsewhere.
William of Malmesbury has similarly had access to special informa-
tion and traditions about the great benefactor of his house, Athelstan.
These English notices may be slightly supplemented by an occasional
entry in the Welsh chronicles, the Annales Cambriae and the Brut y
Tyivysogion, and by the Chronicle of iJie Picts and Scots, a Latin
translation of an Irish text. The Irish annals at this time are much
better than the English ones. They are dry and otiose, and consist
largely of aseries of entries reporting battles, bloodshed, and murders,
and their chronology badly needs criticism ; but they are generally to
be relied on, and in reference to the actual doings of the pirates they
have a large number of entries of importance. With regard to the
continental authorities, I have entirely avoided the narratives of the
two Norman historians, Dudo of St. Quentin and William of Jumieges,
who for this period have been shown by the best French critics to
be worthless authorities.1 The only authority of real weight for the
doings of the Northmen in France at this time is the Annals of
Flodoard of Rheims, an excellent, trustworthy, and most important
witness, which I have used without stint, and which I have supple-
mented by the Chronicle of Nantes, which, although late, is based
on good materials, and by the history of Richer, which becomes
more useful later on.
One important thing to keep in view continually when dealing
with the history of the northern pirates is that they belonged to
two different nations, if only to one nationality. Their language,
religion, and customs were the same, but politically they belonged to
two entirely different communities, which came from Denmark and
Norway respectively, where the natives, and especially their chiefs,
•were deadly rivals and foes, and they carried their rivalry with them
into the west. The Irish annals generally distinguish them, calling
the Norwegians White Gentiles and the Danes. Black Gentiles.
1
 See also my ' Criticism of the Life of Rollo as told by Dudo de St. Quentin' (1874),
published in the Archaeologia, xlv. 235-250 (1880).
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1911 RAGNALL IVABSON AND JARL OTIR 3
The history of Northumbria at the beginning of the tenth century
is very obscure. Its old division into two provinces apparently
remained. The Northern province, Bernicia, extending from the
Forth to the Tees, with its capital at Bamburgh, was governed by a
native dynasty, and preserved its continuity and its old history. Its
topography shows what very slight influence, if any, the Danes had
upon it. From the Tyne to the Tees the southern part of this
Northern Northumbria, now constituting the county of Durham,
formed the patrimony of St. Cuthbert, and was in effect an ecclesi-
astical possession, dependent on the lords of Bamburgh. From
the Tees to the Humber Yorkshire had become to all intents
and purposes a Danish land, and its rulers, with their capital at
York, were of Danish blood and belonged to the old royal stock
of Denmark, as represented by the 0 Ivars or Mac Ivars. It is not
improbable that this dominion was at times shared by more than one
brother, with the eldest or most influential one as overlord.
In the year 906 we read that King Edward the Elder imposed
a peace according to his own terms on the East Anglians and the
Northumbrians.3 In the year 911 we are told that the Northumbrians
broke the peace and overran Mercia. They took advantage of the
news that the king had gone into the west with his fleet of a hundred
ships and had taken his troops with him. They would appear to have
made a successful raid, and were returning homewards, when they
were overtaken by the joint forces of Wessex and Mercia. A
•desperate battle was fought in which many thousands were killed.
Among the slain the English Chronicle names King Eowils (called
Eagellus in the Annals of St. Neot), and King Healden and Ohter
the eorl and Scurfa the eorl and Athulf the hold 3 and Benesing the
hold and Anlaf' se Swearta' (i.e. the black) and Thurferth the hold and
Osferd ' hlytte' (? collector) and Guthferth the hold and Agmund the
hold and Guthferth.4 As was often the case, the tale of the dead
was on this occasion exaggerated. In regard to the two kings and
Earl Scurfa, it may be true that they were killed in this fight, but
Earl Ohter (i.e. Otir) will be heard of again. It is probable that
while the two kings were of Danish descent, the earls were Norwegians.
Ethelwerd and Florence of Worcester both put the battle at Wodnes-
feld.5 Ethelwerd makes the Danes lose three instead of two kings,
2
 That is, on the Danes settled there. This treaty was made at Yttingaford, near
Linslade, in Buckinghamshire. See MSS. A, B, C, and I) of the Chronicle and Mr.
Plummer's note, Saxon Chronicles, ii. 463.
3
 Hold or holdr was a Scandinavian title introduced into England by the Danes.
It is defined, says Thorpe, by Bjorn Haldorsen as dominus fundi avili vel allodialis,
and in the Index to the Northern Code called Gragas as colonus odalicus vel fundum
aviium tenens; i.e. he was a freeholder. See Thorpe, ^4.-5. Chr. ii. p. 76 n. 4.
4
 Engl. Chr., MSS. B, C, and D, a. 911. In D the list is imperfect.
5
 Identified by Mr. C. S. Taylor, The Danes in Gloucestershire, p. 47, and by Mr.
Plummer, ii. 126, with Wanswell in Berkeley. The name is not given in any copy of
the Chronicle. Ethelwerd dates the battle on 5 August.
B 2
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BAGNALL IVARSON AND JARL OTIR Jan.
calling the third Iguuar. Florence of Worcester, who only names
two, says that they were the brothers of King Hinguar. Ethehverd
closes his notice with the words, turn ad aulain properavit inferni,
maioresque natu eorum duces ac nobiles simul. He also gives some
details not found elsewhere, telling us that the invaders raided as far
as the Avon (the frontier of Wessex and Mercia, as he calls it), and
then turning to the country of the Severn, wasted the land west of
that river, and finally crossed it at Cantabrige/1
The two kings who were killed in the battle just named, and who
led the Northumbrian forces, were possibly joint rulers of the
southern part of the ancient kingdom of that name, which consisted
of Yorkshire and also included the country west of the Pennines
from the Derwent in Cumberland to the Eibble in Lancashire, where
the topography is steeped in Scandinavian names. The Western
part of the old Northumbrian kingdom was at this time ruled by
Athulf, or Eadulf, whom Ethehverd calls the commander of the town
of Bebbanburgh, or Bamburgh. The death of Halfdene and
Eowils left the throne of York vacant, and its next occupant was
doubtless Ragnall, the hero of our story, who was almost certainly
the brother of Halfdene. The first mention of him I have found is
in the year 912, when he is styled king, and when we suddenly read of
him as making a raid upon central Scotland. This raid was doubtless
part of the long campaign which was fought by the kings of Alban (as
it was called) before their position was settled, and was perhaps in
reply to some attack from the other aide. At this time Constantine,
son of Hugh, was the king of Alban. He was a vigorous ruler, who
mounted the throne in the year 900 and reigned for forty years, which
was a long reign in those troubled times, and he greatly consolidated
his kingdom. It extended from the Forth to the Spey, beyond which
the land was entirely independent of him and was held by the
Norwegians. South of the Spey the whole of continental Scotland,
from Loch Broom on the west to the Spey on the east, was
comprised in the kingdom of Alban. The western islands, except
Bute, were all in the hands of the Norwegians, as were the
Orkneys and Shetlands. South of the Clyde and as far as the
river Derwent in Cumberland was the British kingdom of Strath-
clyde, which, after being independent for a long time, had now
accepted as its king Donald, brother of Constantine.7 Constantine's
civil capital was Scone, on the east bank of the Tay, in the central
district of Gowrie. There the famous consecration stone was kept.
6
 I.e. Cambridge in Slimbridge, Gloucestershire. Mr. Plummer suggests, I.e.,
that the redemption of certain lands in Derbyshire a paganis earlier than 912
mentioned in a charter (Birch, Cart. Sax. 659), and the further mention in another
charter (ibid. 634) of the ransom of certain books ' sethiedhnum here,' were connected
with this invasion.
'• See Skene's Celtic Scotland, i. 335-346.
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1911 RAGNALL IVARSON AND JARL OTIR 5
Its ecclesiastical capital, now that Iona was in the hands of the
pirates, was Dunkeld.
In the year 912, we read in a too terse but very precious sentence
in the Historia Regum that Eeingwald the king and Oter the earl
and Oswl Cracabam broke in upon and ravaged Dunblane. Eeing-
wald, it is clear, was the Eagnall 0 Ivar with whom this article is
concerned ; and Oter the earl, we can hardly doubt, was the same
Otir the earl, who fought at Wodnesfeld the year before, and must
have escaped the general carnage. Oswl, surnamed Cracabam, was
possibly his brother.8 After the burning of Dunblane, King Eag-
nall and his henchman Earl Otir seem to have parted company for
a while—Eagnall probably returned to York, while Otir went off
buccaneering to the western parts of Prance.
Alan the Great, duke of Brittany, died in 907.9 He had five sons.
Three of these, Pascwethen, Werec, and Budi, apparently died
before him and are not mentioned again after the year 903.10 Two,
Eudalt and Derien, survived him. In 909 and 913 the former
is styled count of Vannes, but he only possessed a part of the
8
 It may be interesting to try to identify these two earls more closely. Otir
is twice referred to in the Irish annals as the son of Iargne. Thia Iargne was
doubtless the Iercne who arrived in Ireland in 852 with another chief called Stain,
and led a fleet of 160 Norwegian ships (' ships of the Finn Ghenti'). The Norwegians
were defeated by the Dubh Ghenti (the Danes) after a struggle lasting three days
and nights. Stain fled, but Iercne was beheaded (Chron. Scot. a. 852). This
struggle is mentioned in the Annals of Ulster under the year 851, where Iercne is
called Eircne (cf. Annals of the Four Masters, p. 484). In the year 883 the
Chronicon Scotorum tells us that the son ol Ausli was killed by Otir, son of Eirgni,
and by Muirgel, daughter of Maelechlainn, the over-king of Ireland. The Ulster
Annals on this occasion do not mention Otir's name, but merely call him Mao Ergna
(Annals of the Four Masters, p. 531, note 5). The notice points to an Irish princess
of very high rank, having had some love affair with one, or perhaps both, of the
northern chiefs, and shows what an influential person Otir was. In 886 the
Chronicon Scotorum tells us that Eiremhon, son of Hugh, half-king of Ulster, wa3
killed by Eloir, son of Iargni, who was therefore a brother of Otir. This is also
mentioned in the Ulster Annals (ibid. p. 534, note). From this time Otir, the son of
Iargni, disappears for a while from the Irish annals, and it was then apparently
that he joined Ragnall at York and took part in the burning of Dunblane. In
regard to Osul, surnamed Cracabam, we also have some independent information.
His surname Cracaba or Gragabai, meaning ' Crowfoot,' was applied to others,
for instance, to the fantous Olaf Trygvesen (Adam of Bremen, Oesl. Hammaburg.
Eccl. Pontif., ii. 38). Steenstrup also mentions it at a much later date, when Henricua
Crokebain is named in the Hundred Rolls, i. 111-112. The name Eowils (see
above, p. 3) is clearly a form of that otherwise written Auisle or Ausli in the
Irish annals. One such is mentioned in the Annals of Ulster under 862 as one of
the kings of the Danes who were then plundering in Ireland, the others
being Anlaw and Ivar. He is mentioned again later on in the same annals
as the king of the Gentiles, and we are then told he was killed by his two brothers
(Annals of the Four Masters, pp. 498 503, notes). The name Eowils or Ausli does
not seem to be of Scandinavian origin, and Mr. Plummer suggests, I.e., that he may
not have been a northern man after all, but some Welsh prince called Hy wel who
had joined the pirates. The form Eowel occurs in a charter of c. 944: Kemble, Cod.
Dipt., 410 ; Birch, 812.
9
 A. de la Borderie, Hist, de Brelagne, ii. 345. >° Ibid. p. 347.
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6 RAGNALL IVARSON AND JABL OTIR Jan.
county. Derien shared another part of it, while he divided the great
district of Elver with a certain Count Tanki, godson and, as
M. de la Borderie thinks, son-in-law of Alan. Another son-in-law
was Matuedoi, count of Poher. It would seem that through the
mutual strife of these sons and sons-in-law of Alan, his heritage
was broken in pieces, and that none of them really succeeded to i t ;
and we find, in some unexplained way, that the actual successor of
Alan as king of the Bretons was Gurmhailon or Wurmhailon, count
of Cornouaille.11 We know nothing more definite about him, nor
does he seem to have been a relation of Alan. He was apparently
a mere figure-head in a region, the government of which had fallen
into a state of anarchy. It is not wonderful that this state of things
should have reached the ears of the northern rovers, who were only
too ready to make use of the opportunity. It would seem from
the charters of the monastery of Redon that until the year 913
things went on in the country very much in their normal way, but
after that the whole condition changes ; there are no more charters
and the life of the district seemed paralysed. The first notice of the
impending troubles is found in an entry of a couple of lines written
on a comyutus of the abbey of Landevenec, which was compiled at
the beginning of the eleventh century, and telling us that this
monastery was destroyed by the Normans. The words are eodem
anno destr[uctum est] monasterium sci [Wingajloei a Normannis.
This is noted opposite the year 914.12
The next record of this band of marauders is contained in the
English Chronicle. In manuscripts B, C, D, and E of that work and
in Florence of Worcester we have an interesting notice under the
year 915, which in manuscript A is wrongly dated.13 In the former
authorities we read : In this year a great fleet came over here
from the south from the Ledwiccas14 and with it two earls, Ohter
and Hroald. We cannot doubt that M. de la Borderie is right in
supposing that it was these two chiefs and their fleet which had
ravaged Brittany, as we have seen, the year before. The English
Chronicle goes on to say that the fleet which had come from
11
 A. de la Borderie, Hist, de Bretagne, ii. 348. '12 Ibid. p. 350, note.
13
 The chronology is complicated by the confused dating of the English annals at
thia time. In MS. A of the Chronicle the years 914-916 inclusive are blank. In
MBS. B, C, D, annals occur under the years 914 and 915. An epitome of that under 915
also occurs in E. These same annals are entered in A under 918 and 919, so that
there is a variation of four years in the different copies of the Chronicle in reporting
the same events. In this matter however A stands alone against the four other
copies. They are further supported by the excellent authority of Florence of
Worcester and by the chronology of the doings of the Danes in France and in Ireland,
and there can be little doubt that the two entries are wrongly dated in A and that
the correct dates are given in the other authorities, the entries under 918 in A thus
properly equating with 915.
14
 This is the Welsh Llydau, tbe Latin Letania meaning Armorica or Brittany:
see Plummer, ii. 98.
 at U
niversity of N
ew
 South W
ales on July 15, 2015
http://ehr.oxfordjournals.org/
D
ow
nloaded from
 
1911 BAGNALL IVARSON AND JABL OTIB 7
Brittany went westwards till they reached the mouth of the
Severn and that they spoilt' the North Welsh'15 everywhere along
the coast, and captured Cameleac, bishop of Ircingafeld,16 which
is generally identified with Llandaff. A Cimeliauc bishop of
Llandaff is mentioned in the Book of Llandaff under 927. The
pirates carried him off to their ships and he was afterwards
ransomed by King Edward for 40L Then the whole army
landed and would have plundered the district of Ircingafeld, but
the men of Hereford and Gloucester and of the nearest burns met
them and put them to flight and slew the eorl Hraold and a brother
of Ohter the other eorl.17 With the chiefs fell a portion of their
army. The rest were driven into an enclosure where they were
beset till they gave hostages that they would leave the kingdom, and
Bang Edward planted his men along the coast from the mouth of
the Severn to that of the Avon, so that they dared not land there ;
but they stole away at night on two occasions, once to the east
to Weked (i.e. Watchet), another time to Portloch (i.e. Porlock in
Somersetshire), but were beaten each time, so that only those
escaped who swam out to their ships. They settled on the island of
Bradanrelice, that is, the well-known island called Matholm, in the
Bristol Channel, where they suffered from want of food and many
died of hunger. Thence they went to Deomed, that is, Dyfed
or South Wales, and then set out for Ireland; and this was during
harvest.18 Ethelwerd says that the succeeding winter was marked
by unprecedented peace and quiet.
Otir continued his piratical career; we hear of him in more
than one place on the Irish sea at this time. The Annales Cambriae
mention an attack made by him on Britain in the year 913. In the
Brut y Tyvyysogion it is dated in 911, Eagnall not being named.
In the Brussels fragments of Irishla annals we find Otir mentioned
in connexion with Ethelfled, the famous lady of the Mercians.
As her husband is not named and as he died in 912, the incident
which underlies the romantic tale probably took place after that
date. In a great struggle that then took place, the Danes, we are told,
after being beaten, were taken for shelter by Otir into a wood, where
the greater part of them were slain. It would also seem that Otir
15
 The people of Wales are here so called in contrast with the Welsh of Devon and
Cornwall.
lc
 Mr. Plummer, ii. 127, identifies this possibly with the district of Archenfield,
north-west of the Forest of Dean, on [the borders of Herefordshire and Gloucester-
shire, where he says there is some evidence there was a separate see: cf. Haddan and
Stubbs, Councils, i. 148.
17
 Perhaps the phrase is a corruption of ' Hraold, a brother of Otir.' Hraold ia
identified by Todd, War of the Gaeih.il <fcc, pp. lxxxvi-xciv, f. 293-4, with Ragnall.
The names however are quite different and so were clearly the men. In MS. A Hraold
is corrupted into Hroald.
IS
 English Chronicle, sub an. 915.
19
 Annals of Ireland, ed. J. O'Donovan, pp. 245-247.
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8 BAGNALL IVARSON AND JABL OTIR Jan.
at this time was master of the Isle of Man, since the killing of his
brethren by Bagnall is mentioned soon after this. Otir's main
feat at this time however was his raid upon Munster in Ireland. In
the work entitled The War of the Gaedhil with the Gael we are told that
Jarl Oitir Dubh, or the Black, went with one hundred ships to Port
Lairge, i.e. Waterford, and the east and south of Munster were
plundered by him, and he put all under tribute and levied a royal rent
from them, and, the writer adds rhetorically, there was not a harbour
nor a landing port, nor a Dun, nor a fortress, nor a fastness in all
Munster, without fleets of Dehmarkers and pirates.20
Bagnall, we have seen, after his campaign in Scotland probably
returned to Yorkshire.21 In the year 913 (probably 914 was the
real date) we read in the Annals of Ulster that a naval fight
took place in the Isle of Man between Barid, son of Octir (sic),
and Bagnall 0 Ivar, in which the former with the great bulk of
his people were killed.22 Bagnall was apparently on his way to
take command of the Danes of Waterford. It is curious that
although he killed Barid, the latter's father Otir should so soon be
found again in alliance with him. From the same source we learn
that in the year 912 (probably 913 is right) a great new fleet of the
foreigners came to Loch Dacaech (i.e. Waterford) harbour, and
made a stronghold there.23 This is also mentioned in the Annals of
Clonmacnoise under the same year. In the book on the War
of the Gaedhil with the Gael we are expressly told that they came
under Bagnall 0 Ivar and the earl Otir, and landed at Loch da
Oach, i.e. Waterford harbour.24 The doings of the Danish invaders
in Munster at this time are described in another paragraph of the
same dishevelled work, where we read that the men of Munster at
this time sustained half the troubles of all Erin. The foreigners
killed Domhnall, son and heir apparent of Donnchath of Cashel
(i.e. of Munster), and plundered Muscraighe, i.e. Muskerry, in the
county of Cork, and Ui Cairpre (a district in the county of Limerick),
called from the clan of that name.25 They afterwards separated
into three parties, one third settled in Cork, one at Iny, in the county
of Kerry, and the third at Glas Linn, probably on the Shannon, and
so devastated the land that there was not a home or a hearth left
south of the river, i.e. the Lee.26 The same fleet killed Gebennach,
son of Hugh, king of the Ui Conaill Gabra (a clan living in the modern
barony of Conelloe in the county of Limerick), and they carried off
his head after killing him. They also killed Anle, son of Cathal,
king of Owney Beg, a barony in the north-east of Limerick, and
20
 War of the Gaedhil, &c, pp. 39-41. 51 See above, p. 5.
22
 Annals of the Four Masters, p. 585.
23
 Ibid., p. 595, note: see also Chron. Scot, p: 189. =4 P. 31.
25
 Ibid.; cf. p. lxxxv note 3, and cxvii note 2.
28
 Ibid. p. lxxxv note 2, and app., p. 234.
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1911 RAGNALL IVARSON AND JARL OTIR 9
Loingsech, son of Setna, king of another Owney, in the county of
Tipperary.37
The doings of the Waterf ord fleet are also mentioned elsewhere. In
the Chronicon Scotorum, we read that in the year 910 (really 918) an
army was led by Niall, or Niel, son of Aedh or Hugh, king of Ireland,
against the foreigners at Waterford, when many were killed on each
side, including the king of Carraickabraghy, in Inishowen, and
Maelfinnen, son of Donnagan, chief of the clan Ui Cernaigh, and
Fergus, son of Muirigen, chief of the Crimhthainn, in the modern
barony of Slane, in the county of Meath.2S The Annals of Ulster
report this at greater length. We there read, under the year 917, that
the O'Niels of the south and north, with the Munster men, were led
on this occasion by Niel MacHugh, head king of Ireland, who pitched
his camp on 22 August at a place not now known called Tobar
Glethrach. The Danes attacked them about three in the afternoon
and fought till evening and one hundred perished on both sides.
The Annals of the Four Masters give the number more probably as
eleven hundred, and say that more of the foreigners fell than the Irish.
We are further told that reinforcements set out from the camp of
the foreigners to help their people, which were led by Ragnall, king
of the black foreigners (i.e. the Danes). Niel, son of Hugh, went in
turn to the rescue of his men and prevented their slaughter : he
remained encamped close by for twenty days. The Ulster Annals
also mention that in the year 91729 this fleet (that is, the Danes of
Waterford) went to Alba, and the men of Alba with the North
Saxons (i.e. the Northumbrians) prepared to meet them.
The struggle that ensued is reported by the English, Scotch, and
Irish annalists.30 Symeon of Durham, in his history of the Church of
Durham, tells us that while Edward was the ruler of the West Saxons,
of the East Anglians, and of the Northumbrians, and the episcopate of
the Bernicians was held by Cuthheard, a certain pagan king called
T> Wars of the Gaedhil, &c, p. 31 notes.
28
 P. 189 and notes in the Index.
59
 The Piclish Chronicle puts the battle in the eighteenth year of Constantine,
i.e. 918, which is perhaps right.
30
 The chronology of these events is not very clear in the different authorities. In
MSS. D, E, F, of the Chronicle we read that in the year 923 king Regnold secured York.
The fact is not mentioned in any other MS., and we must take F here as a mere replica
of E, D being in all probability the ultimate source of all three. It is notable that the
immediately preceding entry in all three copies of the Chronicle tells us that in 921
Sihtrie, the king, killed Niel, his brother. The same two entries follow each other
exactly in the Historia Begum, where however the murder of Niel is dated in 914
and the capture of York in 919. It calls the Danish king ' Rex Inguald,' which Mr.
Plummer ingeniously explains as a corruption of Rexinguald for Reinguald, Chron. ii.
130. The Historia is an independent authority and one of the first importance for
Northumbrian history, and there is no doubt that it is right on this occasion, and
that the capture of York referred to was not made in 923, when, as we shall see, Ragnall
•was in the Loire country, but in 919.
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10 BAGNALL IVARSON A^1D JABL OTIB Jan.
Reginald landed on the shores of Northumbria with a large fleet.
He attacked York, and either killed or drove out of the country the
most influential of the inhabitants.31 Gaimar in reporting the fact
says that Ragnall was only half a Dane, his mother having been an
Angle.33 Having conquered York, Ragnall proceeded to attack
Bernicia. This part of the story is told in some detail in the anony-
mous Life of St. Cuthbert, whence it was copied by Symeon. In it
we are told that Regenwald the king came with a vast fleet and
occupied the territory of Eldred, son of Eadulf (that is the earldom
of Bamburgh stretching from the Tees to the Forth). Thereupon
Eldred went to Scotland and sought help from Constantine, its king,
and a fight took place at Corbridge (on the river Tyne), in which
battle, says the biographer, ' I know not for what sin the pagan
king was victorious.' Constantine fled and his people were defeated,
while Elfred, a servant of St. Cuthbert (Elfredum sancti Cuihberti
fidelem), and all the best Englishmen except Eldred and his
brother Uhtred were killed.33 This is a plain and intelligible story
and seems irreproachable in its details. The Pictish Chronicle,
which gives the victory to the Scots, says the battle was fought
at Tinemore, i.e. Tyne Moor, which Mr. Hodgson Hinde, the
editor of Symeon of Durham, identifies with Corbridge Fell. Mr.
Skene arbitrarily transferred the site of the battle to the northern
Tyne, in Lothian. The Ulster Annals tells us that the army
of the Danes was divided into four divisions, one commanded
by Godfrey 0 Ivar, the second by the two earls (Otir and Osul
Gragaba), the third by the young chieftains (?), and the fourth
by Ranall, i.e. Ragnall, the last of whom lay in ambush. The Scots
pressed the other divisions very hard and killed many of them
around Otir and Gragaba. Thereupon Ranall attacked them from
behind and many were slaughtered, but neither the king (i.e. Con-
stantine) nor Murmoer (the Scotch equivalent of earl) was killed in the
battle. Night put an end to the battle.34 The book on the war of the
Gaedhil with the Gael makes Ragnall and earl Otir killed in this
fight, which, in regard to the former at all events, is quite a mistake,
since he is heard of presently, nor is anything of the kind said in the
Life of St. Cuthbert, which is the most reputable witness we have. In
one of the fragments of Irish Annals transcribed by MacFirbis, Ragnall
is not mentioned at all in connexion with the fight, and Otir, son of
Iargne, is made the commander of the invading forces. It says
that he was killed in the battle, and that after this it was long
before the Danes or Lochlanns (i.e. the Norwegians) again attacked
the men of Alba. It further adds that at this battle the Scots
used St. Columba's crozier as their standard.35
31
 Lib. ii. 16. s L'Estorie dts Engles, lines 3508-3510.
33
 See Works'of Symeon of Durham, i. 147 (Surtees Society).
w
 Annals of the Four Masters, i. 592-3 note.
36
 Annals of Ireland, ed. J. O'Donovan, p. 231.
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1911 BAGNALL IVABSON AND JABL OTIB 11
According to the anonymous Life of St. Cuthbert, Eldred and his
brother Uhtred, the chiefs of Bernicia, fled after the battle, whereupon
Ragnall proceeded to divide the patrimony of St. Cuthbert between
two of his supporters. His towns and the lands to the south he
gave to one named Scula. According to Joseph Stevenson he
probably gave its name to the village of School Akley. He now
obtained the district from Iodene (i.e. Eden) to Billingham (both
in the county of Durham), upon which he laid a heavy burden of
taxes, and Symeon tells us that in his day the men of Yorkshire
were wont to lighten their own burdens by taking advantage of this
grant of the pagan king. The country from Iodene to the river
Wear was made over by Ragnall to Onalafball. The chronicler
speaks of him in unmeasured terms: hie filius diaboli inimicus
fuit Deo et Sancto Cuthbert. One day in his rage he entered the
church of the Holy Confessor, when Bishop Cuthheard with all the
clergy were present. ' Who is this dead man Cuthbert,' he said,
' with whose vengeance you daily threaten me ? I swear by my
all-potent gods, Thor and Othan, that I will in future be most ruth-
less towards you all.' Therefore the bishop and the clergy prayed
on their knees that God and St. Cuthbert would come to their
rescue. When the pirate had set one foot outside the door, says
our monk, it was paralysed, as if a stake had bound it to the
ground, and he presently died in torment.36
During the next two or three years Ragnall was probably at
York.'^We read in the English Chronicle under 924 that
the king of the Scots with all his people and Reginald and the son of
Eadulf and all those who dwell in Northumbria, as well English as Danes
and others, and the king of the Strath Clyde Britons and all the Strath
Clyde Britons, chose Eadward for their father and lord.37
This event really took place in 921. Thus, for the first time, the
island of Great Britain, with the exception of the extreme north of
30> Hist, de s. Culhberto, in Symeon, ubi supra, vol. i. 148.
37
 Wo here meet with a difficult}' in our chronology, and this is in reference to one of
the most important and most debated incidents in our early history, namely the
commendation of Scotland to England, by which the former kingdom was made
subordinate to the latter. It is a remarkable fact that the statement in regard to it
is contained in the Chronicle in two copies only, namely in A and F, and in F it i3
an insertion, and like many others copied from A, where it is dated in 924. As Mr.
Plummer has pointed out, ii. 116-17, Florence of Worcester, who also mentions it, dates
it in 921, and as he was a critical and learned writer, we can hardly doubt that he either
had a better MS. of A than the very poor one which we have or that he had some
good reason for putting the event in the latter year. What is more important and, to
my mind conclusive, i3 that the Historia Regum, an independent authority, also puts
the event in 921. So does Roger of Wendover, who sometimes had before him some
lost material. In regard to the substance of the annal which has been sharply
criticised by Robertson and other Scotch historians, I cannot see any reason to doubt
its substantial accuracy. It is supported by too many reputable witnesses to make
this possible.
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12 BAGNALL IVARSON AND JARL OTIR Jan.
Scotland and the various groups of islands round its coasts, was
united under one ruler. This, so far as I know, closes the career
of Ragnall in Britain and in the Ulster Annals his death is entered
under the year 921. As a matter of fact, he no doubt soon after
this left the British isles to resume his career in the west of France,
where he was probably ambitious to rival the successful doings of
Eolf the Ganger, who had founded a new state in Neustria.
Before we follow him there, it will be well to revert to some
previous doings of the Loire pirates whom Ragnall now went
away to command. It was in the year 919 that we first read of the
overwhelming of Brittany by the Danes of the Loire. The invaders
had long made the Loire their great trysting place in western Prance.
They now took their fleet up to Nantes, whose ancient Roman
walls, broken down in many places, had been replaced by a well-
fortified new wall, enclosing a smaller space and especially guarding
the cathedral, by bishop Foucher. It was called the castle (castrum).
On the approach of the pirates the poor artisans and others sought
shelter in the castle. After a short resistance they found it impossible
to defend themselves ; so taking with them their greatest treasures,
and notably the sacred vessels and ornaments of the cathedral, they
fled at midnight and found shelter where they could. The bishop
Adelard and his clergy went as far as Burgundy. When the pirates
returned on the morrow they found the place abandoned. They
accordingly collected what few things still remained, and then set
fire to the roof of the cathedral and tore down the walls of the castle.
They then mounted the Loire and pillaged Angers and Tours, whose
inhabitants had also fled, and they made the people of Orleans pay
a heavy ransom. They then descended the river again as far as
Nantes, and began the systematic devastation of Brittany.
Flodoard's words are grim beyond compare in their condensed
meaning. He says that in the year 919 the Normans devastated all
Brittany situated in the angle (in cornu Galliae) 3S along the maritime
border, where they exterminated and destroyed, carried off and sold,
or drove out all the Bretons. The Chronicler of Nantes confirms
this ; he describes how the counts, viscounts, barons, and other
nobles fled into different parts of France and to far-off Burgundy
and Aquitaine, the poor cultivators alone remaining to play the
part of serfs to their cruel masters. Other writers tell us how they
burnt and destroyed towns and castles, churches, monasteries,
and houses, and ravaged the country districts, reducing them all
to a vast solitude and waste. As elsewhere they largely concen-
trated their attention on the monasteries, which became their
richest prizes. Among others they now attacked and desolated the
35
 M. de la Borderie, I think, shows that the phrase here refers not to the province
of Cornouaille, as some have supposed, but to all Brittany (ii. 355).
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1911 RAGNALL IVABSON AND JABL OTIB 13
abbey of Vertou. A tenth-century hagiographer 39 especially dilates
on the sacrilege they committed in destroying a gigantic and bushy
yew there, which had grown from the pilgrim's crutch of the founder,
St. Martin of Vertou, who had planted it in the midst of its cloister.
This sacred tree was despoiled of its branches by the pirates to make
bows and javelins, and the story goes that at the instance of the
outraged saint two of them came to a bad end while engaged in their
nefarious work. The inmates of the monastery who fell into the
hands of the Northmen were either mutilated or killed. This was
probably a typical example of the doings of the pirates, who, as
we have seen, drove out or destroyed at this time all the respectable
inhabitants of Brittany, leaving only some serfs here and there.40
A large number of ecclesiastics, laden with precious vessels and
with relics, fleeing from various sides, took refuge in the great and
rich monastery of St. Magloire of Lehon, on the banks of the Eance,
which had been founded by Nominoe, a former ruler of Brittany,
and which was itself rich in royal gifts. There a meeting took place
under the presidency of Salvator, bishop of Aleth, and it was deter-
mined to leave the country and to seek shelter with their relics else-
where. They had hardly got outside the limits of Brittany, when
they^met two other companies on the same errand and similarly
laden, conducted by the archbishop of Dol and the bishop of Bayeux.
They wandered away together and presently founded new establish-
ments in France, which became famous from the relics preserved
in them ; such as the community from Guenail settled by the favour
of Theudon, count of Corbeil, at Courcouronne, in the county of
Corbeil, and eventually at Corbeil itself. So again, Archbishop Agan of
Dol, with the relics of St. Samson, was given the abbey of St. Sym-
phorien with the two churches of St. Lete and St. Sulpice at
Orleans, by Hugh the Great, father of Hugh Capet. The dedication
of the abbey was then changed, and it was afterwards called St.
Samson's. The body of another famous saint, St. Magloire, with
other relics which had been preserved with it in the monastery of
Lehon, after resting for some time obscurely at Paris, found a
home in the splendid abbey of St. Magloire in that city.41 The bio-
graphers of the saints enlarge greatly on the troubles and indignities
suffered by the bones and relics of their patrons which were
deemed more precious than gold or costly stones, and whose adven-
tures are but the measure of the extent of the depredations of the
pirates.
While a large number of the fugitives sought safety in France,
many others went to Britain ; among them was Matuedoi, the count
of Poher, son-in-law of Alan the Great, and his son Alan, afterwards
known as Barbe Torte. They were well received by the English
33
 The Miracles of St. Martin of Vertou, iii., in Mabillon. A. SS. 0.8.B., Saec. i. 375.
40
 A. de la Borderie, ii. 358. 41 Ibid. pp. 361 ff.
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14 BAGNALL IVARSON AND JABL OTIB Jan.
king, Edward the Elder.42 According to a famous letter by Radbod,
prior of Dol, to Athelstan, which is preserved by William of
Malmesbury,43 and the authenticity of which seems beyond dispute,
King Edward during the reign of Alan the Great had joined a
confraternity attached to the cathedral of Dol and named after
its founder the famous St. Samson, where Eadbod says they still
said prayers for him, and now prayed for his son, Athelstan himself,
in all their services. Among the monasteries destroyed by the Danes
at this time was that of Dol, and its archbishop and clergy were driven
away, carrying with them the precious relics of their founder and of
other saints, and joined company with two similar dismal processions
(one coming from the abbey of Lehon and another coming from
beyond the frontiers of Brittany), which had suffered the same fate
and were laden with similar burdens. The letter above quoted tells
us what became of some of these relics and treasures. In it
Radbod.. writing when in exile and in great need, said that he
knew how the English king cherished the relics of the saints, and
accordingly sent him the bones of St. Senator, formerly bishop of
Bayonne, of St. Paternus, and of his master St. Scubilion, who died
the same day as himself. They were both patron saints of Avranches,
and their common obit was celebrated on 23 September. These relic3
were preserved at Malmesbury, whose abbey was much patronised
by Athelstan, and William of Malmesbury tells us that the letter of
the prior of Dol was found in the casket in which they were
contained.
Charles the Simple marks the lowest ebb of fortune in the history
of a great royal house. The misfortunes which overwhelmed his
country during his reign were almost unmatched, and yet if he had
been a heaven-born genius it is hard to say how the position could
have been saved. He never, as far as we can see, had the slightest
chance. King of Prance he was in name no doubt; but the only
part of France which he governed directly was an extremely small area
known as the Terra Begis between the Loire and the Marne, and in-
cluding the cities of Laon, Soissons, and Rheims. The rest of Prance
was divided among his great feudatories, most of them directly
governing a much wider area than his own. Nominally they were his
men, his subjects, and they had done allegiance to him, but in reality
they treated him very much as if he had been a puppet, which he
certainly was not, and each of them was concerned too much with his
own affairs to be over careful about the common good. This being
their attitude to him, it is not wonderful that he was in return
impatient of their ways. The most powerful of these feudatories
was known to his contemporaries as the count of France, and to later
45
 The Chronicle of Nantes, by mistake, calk him Athelstan.
a
 Gesia Ponlif., pp. 399, 400 ; Gesta Regum, i. 154, note 2.
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1911 BAGNALL IVABSON AND JABL OTIB 15
writers as the duke of France. He ruled over all the land from the
Loire to the Scheldt, including Maine, the Orleanais, and the He de
France, with his capital at Orleans, and he drew enormous revenues
from the abbeys of St. Denis, St. Germain, and St. Martin of Tours,
of which he was lay abbot. When Charles was crowned in 893 the
county of France was held by Robert, brother of that Odo who had
for a short interval been actually king, and who doubtless felt that
he had been deprived of a position to which he might have hoped to
succeed, namely the crown of France, which his brother had secured.
It was a great drop from the throne itself to be the first subject of
the crown—from a king to a king-maker—and this should be kept in
mind in testing what happened presently. The ravage and desola-
tion caused by the pirates meanwhile continued on a greater scale.
It was bound to continue so long as the forces of France were broken
into fragments by its feudal disintegration, and the method of buying
off the enemy by successive payments of blackmail was merely
draining the country of all its resources without affording any sub-
stantial gain. A new departure had to be made, and it was deter-
mined to offer the most vigorous and powerful of the buccaneers
a permanent settlement on the lands of France with the intention
and purpose of creating a really efficient screen against the pirates
out of their most promising members, who should have the motive of
protecting their own possessions as an incitement to loyalty. The
grant of Neustria to Rolf in 911 created a new feudatory of the
French crown, with considerable obligations to its wearer, and since
it was carved out of count Robert's great fee, it pro tanto diminished
his power.
It was in 921, according to Flodoard, that Count Robert pro-
ceeded to attack the Northmen on the Loire; but after five
months of warfare his success was so slight that having received
hostages from them, he made Brittany over to them with the
county of Nantes, the latter of which was not an integral part
of Brittany, but had been made over to Nominoe, duke of Brittany,
as a fee by Charles the Bald in 846 after the battle of Ballon. This
grant of a great maritime district to the Danes by Robert was
a notable imitation of that of Charles the Simple. Not a word
is said of Charles by the chronicler who reports it. There was
only one difference between the two grants. In the one case, that
of Charles, he was dealing with territory over which he had a perfectly
good title, while Robert was acting nominally on behalf of Charles,
who was his feudal master, without any such claim. The next year,
922, Robert, apparently with the adhesion of the other great feuda-
tories of Charles except the duke of Aquitaine and the Northmen
of Neustria, had himself crowned king of France, as his brother had
done before him. He did not hold the position long, for in 923 he
•was defeated and killed in a terrible battle at Soissons within the
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16 BAGNALL IVARSON AND JABL OTIR Jan.
royal demesne, fought against the forces of Charles, who was
helped by the faithful Lotharingians. Robert's son Hugh, known
as the Great, succeeded to the county of France, but refused the
crown. He offered it instead to his brother-in-law Rodulf, duke of
French Burgundy, whose capital was Dijon.
It was no doubt to cause a diversion against his rebellious
feudatories that, as Flodoard says, Charles now sent repeated
messages to Ragnall, the chief of the Loire pirates. Flodoard tells.
us that the Northmen in the year 923 laid waste Aquitaine and
Auvergne. William duke of Aquitaine, whose country was bounded
by the Loire and the Garonne, and Ragemund (perhaps a corruption
for Ragnald) fought together, and 12,000 Northmen are said to have
been slain. The same year Flodoard relates that Ragnald, the
chief of the Northmen of the Loire, with certain of his countrymen
from Rouen, after repeated messages from Charles, plundered
the wide country beyond the Oise known as the lie de France. The
camp of the invaders was presently captured by Herbert of Verman-
dois, with whom were the counts Rodulf, Roger, and Ingobran,
who recovered a large booty and freed a thousand captives. There-
upon Ragnall proceeded to lay waste Artois and Picardy. Flodoard
says that be was attacked there and lost 600 men ; he was forced
to retire to his fortified camp, whence he continued to make forays
and depredations, nor did he leave until he had received a promise of
a concession of fresh lands on the Seine. Under pressure of these
events King Rodulf, urged by Hugh, son of Robert, came from
Burgundy and went to Compiegne on the Oise; hearing that the
Northmen were wasting the district of Beauvais, they went thither
with Archbishop Seulf, Count Herbert of Vermandois, and others,
and having crossed the Bpte and entered the districts where the
invaders were, they prevailed upon them to become Christians and
to make peace. The following year Flodoard tells us that a levy of
money was made from all France with which to pay off the pirates.
In 924 Ragenold (i.e. Ragnall), although he had accepted a
grant of lands within the borders of France, laid waste the country
of Duke Hugh between the Loire and the Seine, and William of
Aquitaine and Hugh negotiated with him for the pacification of
their territory, whereupon the Danes went, off to Burgundy.
Flodoard and Richer describe these ravages in doleful terms, and
we cannot doubt that the peace referred to was favourable to
the pirates. During the next year Burgundy was all ablaze.
Ragnall fought a desperate battle there against two counts and
two bishops. The viscount of Sens was dismounted and killed
while the bishop of Troyes was wounded. The fight took place at
Mons Calaus.4* Flodoard puts the losses of the Northmen at
44
 [The identification of this place is disputed. M. Lauer (Anjiales de Flodoard.
p. 26, note 6) hesitates between Chalo-Saint-Mare and Chalmont.]
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1911 BAGNALL IVARSON AND JARL OTIR 17
1300, while Richer gives the number as 960. Rodulf, who combined
the dignities of duke of Burgundy and king of Prance in his own
person, hastened to the rescue with the royal forces and attacked
the Northmen in their entrenched camp on the Seine, where he
beleaguered them for some time, but apparently very carelessly,
for they presently escaped and made their way homewards to the
Loire. Plodoard says that they lost only a few men in this fighting:
according to Richer, a much poorer authority, they lost 3000.
This was apparently Ragnall's last campaign. The hagio-
graphers tell us that he came to a woeful end. When returning
from an expedition into Burgundy in 925 he was hard pressed
and retired to the Loire. There he occupied the cloisters of the
abbey of Fleury, which had long been abandoned by the monks,
giving himself up to pagan orgies. An apparition of St, Benedict him-
self visited him there and struck him with his crutch, causing a panic
among his men : so Ragnall and a number of them withdrew from
the country and went to Normandy, where, if we are to believe
Aimoin, he ended his life miserably in consequence of the Saint's
blow. This has been supposed to have taken place at Rouen
(Rotomagum), but it is said that there exists in Touraine on
the Loire a place formerly called Rotomagus and now Pont de Ruan,
which may have been where he died.45 Aimoin relates
that not even death brought repose to his body, for his
tomb having been broken open in a hurricane, his remains were
thrown into the Seine, where they were seen floating by the
frightened people. The Fleury monks, according to the same
writer, caused a caricature of his head to be sculptured and encased
it in the north wall of the church, and in the seventeenth century and
later they used to show a grotesque head in stone as the portrait
of Ragnall.
It will be well to complete our story by a glance at the con-
cluding doings of the pirates on the Loire. In the year 926
they were again at work in Artois, where they were attacked by
king Rodulf and Herbert of Vermandois. The two commanders
thought that they had got the enemy entangled in a wood :
but the latter made a sortie, stormed and fired the royal camp,
killed a count, and wounded the king. They themselves were
said to have lost 1100 men, but they managed to withdraw
through the Ardennes and the country of Porcien, which extended
from the Arsin to the Meuse, and laid it waste. In order to
secure their withdrawal they were paid a large sum of money.
In the year 927 Hugh the Great and Herbert of Vermandois
had a fresh struggle with the Loire pirates, which ended in the
exchange of hostages and in a fresh grant of the county of
Nantes. This regrant of what had already been made over to
45
 Aimoin, de Mirac. s. Bened. i. 2 ; Mabillon, Ann. Bf>">d. iii. 333 ; Lestang,
Diss. BUT. less Incursions N.ormandes dans Le Maine, p. 47, note 1.
VOL. XXVI.—NO. CI. C
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18 BAGNALL IVARSON AND JABL OTIR Jan.
them in 921 is probably to be explained by the fact that the
former grant was deemed to be personal to Eagnall, on whose
death there had been a lapse or forfeiture. In the year 930
we find the Northmen of the Loire under a new leader called
Rodulf, who laid waste Aquitaine.46 It was possibly during this
raid that a famous monument of Carlovingian Prance was destroyed.
At the confluence of the Garonne with the Drot was situated an
ancient palace of Charlemagne, called Cassignol, where his queen
Hildegard had given birth to Lewis the Pious, and whence
the great Frank emperor had set off on his campaign against the
Saracens in Spain. It was protected by a tower, which also guarded
the royal boats on the river. The palace was devastated by the
pirates. On its site at Casseil now stands an old church.47
In 931 there was a general revolt of the Bretons against their
masters the Loire Northmen, which was probably incited by the
Breton king and other refugees at the court of Athelstan. We are
told they were all slain on the feast of St. Michael, a lurid example
followed many years later by a similar murderous deed on the
day of St. Brice, in England, which had very dire consequences
in that much tried land. We learn from Flodoard that
among the Norman chiefs killed in Brittany on this occasion was
Felekan, doubtless a corrupt name,48 and that he was revenged by
another chief called Incon, who lived on the Loire. The latter
•went to Brittany and recovered it from the Bretons, whose fate is
condensed in some graphic adjectives of Flodoard,—victisque et
pervasis et caesis vel eiectis Britonibus regione potitur.
In the year 936, according to Flodoard, Alan with his Bretons
and with further help supplied by Athelstan, who, the Nantes
Chronicle says, was his godfather, crossed the Channel to reclaim his
own. They landed near Dol, and found there a number of the
Northmen celebrating a wedding ; these they suddenly attacked and
beheaded them all. Having heard that another body of them
"was entrenched at St. Brieuc, Alan sailed thither and repeated
the slaughter.49 Tradition reports how he then proceeded some ten
leagues to the north-east to a fortified fort which the Northmen had
planted on the scarped rocks on the right bank of the river Trieux, to
command its mouth. Here they were now attacked and destroyed.
M. de la Borderie claims that some stone crosses which still remain at
Lancerf and Plourivo in the district recall this victory.50 Thereupon
the Bretons flocked to his standard and elected Alan as their ruler.
Flodoard tells us that numerous fights were fought by the Bretons
*' Richer, Hist. i. 56.
47
 See St. Amans, Notice sur Cassinogilus,Mhn. de. la Soo. roy. des Aniiq. de France,
vii.; cf. Depping, Expeditions des Hormands, pp. 365-6.
*• u= late chronicler Pierre Ie Baud calls him Flestan.
•" Chron. Namuet., ed. Slerlet, p. 89.
50
 Op. cit. ii. 388-9.
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1911 BAGNALL IVABSON AND JABL OTIB 19
against the invaders, and they proceeded to reoccupy their country.
Among those who returned with Alan from Britain was Ewen, or
Even, surnamed the Great, count of Leon, who repaired to his
capital, which was named after him Lesneven (i.e. Aula Eveni), and
having collected a number of horse and foot soldiers he prepared to
defend himself against the men of the north in the district, who had
come together to attack him. A local tradition places the struggle
which ensued at Eun Even (Even's mound), two kilometres west
of Plouider. The pirates were defeated, and those who escaped
returned no more.
Meanwhile a more serious struggle ensued elsewhere. Finding
themselves in danger of being destroyed piecemeal, the Danes deemed
it convenient to rendezvous at Nantes, whereupon, as the Chronicle
of Nantes tells us, Alan and his followers went thither. There the
enemy had entrenched themselves in a large camp between the Loire
and the Erdre, with ramparts across the open side of the promontory
shutting off access to the land beyond. This place was then known
as the meadow of St. Anian. Here the great struggle took place.
Alan, in spite of the numbers of the defenders, tried to storm the
ramparts, but was beaten back and retired to recruit to a neigh-
bouring height. There his men found themselves without water,
and the chronicler of Nantes tells us how, in answer to the prayer
of Alan to the Virgin, a supply of this was granted. The spring is
said still to bear his name. Thus refreshed, they made another
attack, forced the fortifications, and killed many of the defenders.
Those who survived left the Loire and went to sea. When the
Bretons entered the place they found the old town a mass of ruins
and a scene of desolation. Alan and his men offered their prayers at
the ruined altar of the church of St. Peter and St. Paul. He now made
Nantes his capital, adopted the style of duke, while what remained
of the Bretons returned from exile and again occupied their impover-
ished country.51 The fugitive Danes who escaped from the Loire made
their way to the north-eastern corner of the county of Eennes, to a
place on the common frontier of the dioceses of Eennes and Dol, then
called Trant or Trans. There they remained quietly for a year and
built themselves a fortress (castellum), and there they assembled
a considerable force, with which in the }rear 939 they fell on the
county of Eennes and ravaged it without mercy. Their attack was
met by a combination of the neighbouring powers ; Hugh the Great,
duke of France, father of Hugh Capet, and Alan, duke of Nantes or
Brittany, joined forces, and in a battle fought at Trant on
1 August 939, which was long commemorated as the day of their
deliverance, the pirates who had so long trampled upon Brittany
and the fair lands along the Loire were finally expelled.52
HENRY H. HOWORTH.
" Ibid. ii. 390-395. M Ibid. p. 397.
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